6 / 1/75 



uear i-la. Stone, 

betters iiii-o yours, which is more welcome than cost ana. quite welcome in its 
own, confront or with porblems i'll -try to explain nd hope you will underst nd. 

The aujo&t ox erk in which x as invoiyea leave no very little tirv despite the 
elngth of the days I work. I thus hope you 11 work your way through the typos and in 
return I'll write you ate greater length. 

"Assassination as a iona of political change" i3 a good topic for a PW) candidate. 
I would suggest that you think it through on your own with By suggestion that it is 
a hit restrictive. 

I have often address an aspect not identical with this. I wrote a long book on 
it, could not got it published and finally had part appear as Frame-Up. If I found 
a PhD candidate who wrote well, I tnen told ayelf, and would consider doing the 
thesis in a forr. that ccul make a book, I'd shar; l/.e work in return for a Bfcart 4 
of the book. 

That particular book, line all I do, was necessarily overly hasty. 1 wrote it 
over a period of tine, with major intrusions into that tic®. Often I bid lost ay 
train of thought. Hovr ver, I think yon will find, much of substance in it. 

fhis is not by any me-ina the only assassination subject that could make botn 
a good thesis ana a successful, worthwhile book, i’vc a tar tec. a couple ana have 
much of the r search dons. Hint if you know ary' ota^-rs, especially after you read 
tnio transcript. X have virtually all the transcripts now road cun preparing to file 
still another suit for the little I don't \iavs,Tboj are a largo typewriter caper 
bos full onu» of course, * hava a uch that i rlAevant to their content, fhis 
part3.c>tLtr subject could be illuminated with a».-risational deewa-atation i have. 

* owe you sa-v cautions and i ask your open-waindedness bwcaus- I'll b>x tolling 
you a decidedly .aaoxority and unpopular series of truths. 

Almost all who have achieved aicsntioa an on, ox tut political assassinations 
are at best undepondablo. one recently published, Howard doff man i 
Fairleigh -ickia&oa ubvi. pres^y is a -..caapicaouc exception, -ie ban not gottun 
attention b-cauae his publisher is almost killing ufce oook. i .As is not to .aufce a 
uaranoidal suggestion, ^ubliohere do crajy things, natural for thorn. It is a lino 
«*ork whose chief aernt ia that it encapsulates what almost witlwut exception was 
publiahsxa but soaprshansihiy, sensibly ana with a fine focus. Uodortand teat I a* 
prejuxioeu aoout liowurd, who is almost like.- a sen to me, as over thi.- years other 
3tudenta have been, ibis xoes not prejudice -y evaluation of his uxceli. nt xork 
in uhe oociv and ou.xide of it. I cannot speak too hignly of him or of eylviu weather' s 
out-of-print agciuaaariss if ter the jbobbs^.erriilj. 

In varying ways and degrees, doctrinal .nd factual, 1 aa critical of just about 
all the other rnriaiii booica adverse to the official mythology, if you -ant, fcnare 
can be time- for this in the future. «y purpose is to guard the unihia&ted against the 
pitfalls oi a tricky field ..here official obfuecation and worse combined with what 
ranges from the ersumest coma^rcial motivation to plain insanity. 

The boston conference sponsored by the bawbridge ripoff artists is an example 
of the torst. These people, regardless of ho- they may appear to be personally, are 
utterly anconaciniahie, unprincipled and ignorant. Tlxeir intellectual and moral 
copout is t.oat they ao no mor. than xauxx repeat what others have done and 3 aid* 

Their presentat-ons have been knowingly false. They find accuracy a vice. over 
a period ox time tne„ kuVc- practised end gvuuoctea to »he point wnexo they make bxs 
attractive ana professional presentation, waich make.. thaa a2 1 the aore/Tsngerous 



th - arc .aero peruuasxve. You'll be aul- .c evaluate »%y evaluatiou when .you 
see th* iiociaifelj.*r “oa- .isaion A ep-rt, no., due out the -nd oi this week. 

If you ere at all influenced by them or their like you ar* done, your work will 
be bad a.* id in the end you'll be ashamed. 

what the subject nc,ds is honesty and soli., work, not exploitation. 

The ppoui an this make*. for ^o-eoae line you is that to oegin .vitii you in, vs no 
specific knowledge and no basis except com., on sense for iiecri- ir.-tiOii. 

I realise, of course, that you also hare no basis for taking ray word on trds. 

lou refer to "the possibilities of a political covarup aurro unri i n^ ” the JTY> 
assss-ina flan. 

i think you will find th-i a more than amply established and not in ray work alone 
ix mostly in it. leu'll be repeating and have little possibility of «aor» *f 
becomes your focus. I thick the fluid iff or* -uch more in every way. Covering up 
is, of course, essential to tuc purpose., tnst can be aorveu by any paliv—eal 
aesawd. nation. 

uside from noward 'a mine happens to be the only work available outside libraries. 
If you decide to do’ this ,iad of diszortatixi I t^ink you sneuia ctiiisiuor a nature 
miH sophisticated deternination of what hooka you 11 read. % opinion is that you 
can waste an onoarcaue amount of Ufat this way , ti®» 4 yea could better SiX.nl, for 
example, in some of my files. (I will not lend them out, based on lone and depressing 
expert .ncc, du: 1 do aakt the* available hare to those who display u-riouacscn of 
purpose unu in general a responsible approach, whether I agroc with it or not. 

bo, there is the O'Toole boo.u “t is a coomercialnatiun that where it 13 in 
contact with reality is repetitious. The little solid material in it is from other 
sources. And there is little. It and 'ihompeoa's are overt c.-iaercialiaata.jiis. 

They are also entirely undependable. The sen. ana their books. 



I hope this can be helpful to you. 



mince. ely. 



fai-old t- eisiori. 



bcc • she is ancy dtephaaie ^tone , 
political science major, Boston College 



